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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-25 are pending. 

2. Amendment filed 05/30/2007 have been received and 
considered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not 
included in this action can be found in a prior Office action. 

.4. Claims 1 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Liebenow (US. 6012146) in view of McLean 
et al. (US 5282247) . 

As per claims 1 and 25, Liebenow discloses a password that 
is common for a plurality of data processing apparatuses that is 
recorded on a recording medium before installation of the data 
into the data processing unit (see column 2 line -49 through 
column 3 line 25) . 

Liebenow fails to disclose a password that is unique for 
each individual data processing apparatus and replacing the 
password on the recording medium with the unique password after 
installation . 

However, McLean et al. teaches a password that is unique 
for each individual data processing apparatus and setting the 
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password on -the recording medium with the unique password after 
Installation (see column 8 lines 33-48) . 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to replace .the common key 
of Liebenow with a device specific key after installation. 

Motivation to do so would have been to provide a system 
where the memory could be unlocked only when inserted in that 
particular host computer system (see McLean et al. column 8 
lines 33-48) . 

The modified Liebenow and McLean et al. system further 
disclose the passwords prevent data from being illegally copied 
and distributed from the recording medium and the data 
processing apparatus (see Liebenow column 1 lines 55-67 and 
McLean column 3 lines 15-29) . 

5. Claims 4, 5, 7-16, and 19-22 rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the modified Liebenow 
and McLean et al. system as applied to claims 1 and 25 above, 
and further in view of Grimes et al. (US 6964045). 

As per claims 4, 8, 9 and 11, the modified Liebenow and 
McLean et al. system discloses a password memory device which 
stores a first password that is unique for each data processing 
apparatus, and that must be used in order to perform recording 
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of data on or reproduction of data from said recording medium; a 
recording and reproduction device which uses said stored first 
password to perform recording or reproduction; a judgment device 
which determines whether or not it is possible to perform 
recording of data to or reproduction of data from a recording 
medium by using a second password that must be used in order to 
perform recording of data on or reproduction of data from said 
recording medium (see Liebenow column 2 line 4 9 through column 3 
line 25 and McLean et al. column 8 lines 33-48). 

The modified Liebenow and McLean et al. system fails to 
disclose the use of the recording medium for updating the 
system. 

However, Grimes et al. teaches the use of recording media 
for updates (see column 2 line 58 through column 3 line 5) . 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art for the recording media of 
Liebenow and McLean et al. to contain updates for the system. 

Motivation to do so would have been to provide quick 
updating of the system (see Grimes et al. column 2 line 58' 
through column 3 line 5) . 

As per claims 5, 7, 10 and 12, the modified Liebenow, 
McLean et al . and Grimes et al. system discloses the second 
password is common for a plurality of update recording media 
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determined to be proper and stored together with the update 
recording medium (see Liebenow column 2 line 49 through column 3 
line 25) . 

As per claims 13-16, and 19-22, the modified Liebenow, 
McLean et al. and Grimes et al. system discloses the re-writable 
recording medium comprises first data; second data . which . is used 
for updating the first data; a. first password which is used for 
access to the first data and is unique for each apparatus and . 
stored in a first medium; and a second password which is used 
for access to the second data .and stored in a second medium; and 
the controlling device clears restriction of access to the first 
data with use of the first, password; the controlling device 
determines whether or not the second data is original with use 
of the second password; and the controlling device changes the 
first data to the second data when the second data is determined 
to be original the changing of the second password occurs after 
the updating (see Liebenow column 2 line 4 9 through column 3 
line 25 and McLean et al. column 8 lines 33-48). 

6. Claims 2,. 3, 6, 17, and. 23 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over the modified Liebenow, McLean et al. 
and Grimes et al. system as applied above, and further in view 
of Morisawa et al. (.US 5537544). 
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As per claims 2 and 3, the modified Liebenow, McLean et al. 
and Grimes et al. system discloses an extraction device which 
extracts the password that are recorded on said recording ■ 
medium; a judgment device which determines the contents of said 
extracted password data; an update . device which updates said 
password that are recorded on said recording medium to said 
first password data when said judged contents are the same as 
the contents of said second password; a recording and 
reproduction device which performs at least recording data on or 
reproducing data from said recording medium; and a prohibiting 
device which prohibits execution of said recording or said 
reproduction when said judged contents differ from both the 
contents of said first password and contents of said second 
password that are stored in said memory device (see Liebenow 
column 2 line 49 through column 3 line 25 and McLean et al. 
column 8 lines 33-48). 

The modified Liebenow, McLean et al . and Grimes et al. 
system fails to disclose the passwords being stored together. 

However, Morisawa teaches such a memory (see column 3 lines 
14-16, column 5 lines 57-59 and column 34 lines 20-21) . 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to store both passwords of 
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the modified Liebenow, McLean et al. and Grimes et al. system in 
the same memory. 

Motivation to do so would have been to have a' password 
control system that holds one or more registered password to 
allow data processing when a password identical to one of the 
registered passwords is inputted (see Morisawa Abstract) . 

As per claims 6, 17, and 23, the modified Liebenow, McLean 
et al., Grimes et al., and Morisawa system discloses both 
passwords being stored together (see Morisawa column 3 lines 14- 
16, column 5 lines 57-59 and column 34 lines 20-21) . 

7. Claims 18 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over the modified Liebenow, McLean et al. and 
Grimes et al. system as applied to claims 13 and 19 above, and 
further in view of Kato (US 6453233) . . 

As per claims 18 and 24, the modified Liebenow, McLean et 
al. and Grimes et al. system fails to disclose the update 
program is map data. 

However, Kato teaches updating of map data (see column 3 
lines 25-64 ) . 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art for the installation of 
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the program of the modified Liebenow, McLean et al. and Grimes 
et al. system to be map updates. 

Motivation to do so would have been to apply differential 
map updates (see Kato column 4 lines 27-29) . 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicants arguments filed 05/30/2007 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive .' Applicant argues that 
McLean does not disclose the change of passwords is carried out- 
at the same time as the data installation; McLean teaches away 
from the embodiments because it allows a user to choose the 
password; the password of Liebenow is merely transferred and not 
associated with multiple information processing devices; and 
neither reference teaches the passwords prevent data from being 
illegally copied and distributed. 

With respect to Applicant's argument that McLean, does not 
disclose the change of passwords is carried out at the same time 
as the data installation this limitation is not recited in the 
rejected claim (s). Although the claims are interpreted in light, 
of the specification, limitations from the specification are not 
read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26- 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). Applicant's also state that 'the 
passwords are written over between "before" and "on and after"; 
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this between time is also not claimed. The claimed invention 
states the changing of passwords after the data installation. 
This limitation is taught by McLean column 5 lines 19-30 and 
column 8 lines 33-48 where as user, after installing the memory 
card, can set the card into a secure mode requires the password 
to be a device specific serial number. 

With respect to Applicant's argument that McLean teaches 
away from the embodiments because it allows a user to choose the 
password; this is merely one embodiment allowed by McLean, 
another one is that when the memory card is set to secure mode 
the computer system sets the password as its machine readable 
serial number (see column 8 lines 33-48) . Once in this secure 
mode the data cannot be accessed without the password. 
Furthermore, without the password it cannot be accessed and 
therefore cannot be changed and the specification of McLean 
never teaches the changing or updating of the password, it 
merely teaches adding new passwords to the memory (see column 6 
lines 48-58) . 

With respect ( to Applicant's argument that the password of 
Liebenow is merely transferred and not associated with multiple 
information processing devices, the portion of Liebenow relied 
upon for teaching a password that is common for a plurality of 
information processing devices (the "second" password of the 
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claimed invention) is the first password. This password is user 
dependent and therefore is common for any device the external 
hard drive is inserted. 

With respect to Applicant's argument that neither reference 
teaches the passwords prevent data from being illegally, copied 
and distributed a recitation of the intended use of the claimed 
invention must result in a structural difference between the 
claimed invention and the prior art in order to patentably 
distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the 
prior art structure is capable of performing the intended use, 
then it meets the claim. Furthermore, both references teach the 
password protecting the data stored thereon, which would prevent 
the illegal copying and distribution of said data (see Liebenow 
column 1 lines 55-67 and McLean column 3 lines 15-29) . 

Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action 
is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
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statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated 
from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Michael 
Pyzocha whose telephone number is (571) 272-3875. The examiner 
can normally be reached on 7:00am - 4:30pm first Fridays of the 
bi-week off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner ' s supervisor , Emmanuel Moise can be 
reached on (571) 272-3865. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is. 
571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800^786-9199 
(IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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